for allowing me to use the facilities and resources of the Department for my research.
In addition to simplifying the procedures and permitting the proper full inquiry by the court, the removal of the specific fault ground and the adoption of a 'breakdown of marriage' standard will eliminate much of the adversary aspect of divorce litigation by removing the need for spe cific accusation and answer. It will prevent the use of misconduct not formally alleged as a blud geon (by threat of its disclosure) in obtaining extortion concessions.concerning support and the division of property from the oppos~ng spouse concess'ions which are frequently inequitable and unworkable, and which do not represent any true agreement. Moreover, it will put an. end to the dissimulation, hypocrisy -and even outright per jury -which is engendered by the present system. Ron Gevurtz, a prominent Portland attorney in the practice of domestic law, described in a~personal interview how he saw Oregon's no-fault law as a legislative response to bombardment by humanists. According to Ge~rtz. propon-· ents of the Act used the reasons given in the above quote. Humphrey (1972) writes that rigid rules' for divorce serve "only to exacerbate underlying feelings of animosity and scorn." He and others also make very clear that divorce by consent is 'absolutely unacceptable. He sees the concept of "irretrievable breakdown~'v as a compromise between the adversary process and divorce by consent. Cline and Westman (1971) underline the need for change, pointing out how feelings of animosity are sometimes trans lated into assault. child abduction. and post-divorce murder. Crowe and Harrington (1971) , commenting on the purposes of the Act, write.
The traditional concept of divorce based on'~au1t has been singled out as an ineffective barrier to marriage d.issolution. which .is regularly overcome by perjury and, thus promotes disrespect for the law and its processes. and as an unfortunate device which adds to the bitterness and hostility of divorce proceedings.
I have quoted only a few sour~~~, but the same issues recur throughout the literature. Legislators, attorneys, and social scientists all seem to agree that trad~tional : divoro'e -l~gisla~i~1't~:rostE:)r~~._ circ1llQ.venting of the law and.
added to the hostilities between· par~ies to the divorce. Wheeler (1974) , in his chapter on "The Po~itics of Reform," makes a comment that sums up the social atmosphere.
Across the country there seems to be a sense that our divorce laws are outmoded and serve no useful purpose. Whether or not this proposition can be scientifically proven -public opinion polls on such issues as divorce are of d,ubious value -it does seem as if only a minor!ty of the population is stead.fastly opposed t~ any revision of the laws.' People may not be sure of what must be done, but there is a general feeling that reform is in order.
II. AFTER NO-FAULT DIVORCE
Howard. Krom (1970) Goddard (1972) reports the effects similarly. He also reports an dncrease in the proportion of husbands filing for divorce. Basing his study upon interviews with judges, Goddard also mentions that they seem to be relativeiy pleased. with the time-saving effect of the law. Zuckman and Fox (1972) Returns to Court. I noted the cases which returned to court for fur~he~ litigation during the first two years following issuance of the decree.
Conciliation Statistics
The'second data source was a statistical record kept 
Sub-hypotheses
The sub-hypotheses are the comparisons of data from the two years for each of the variables described in the last chapter section. To avoid redundancy and ensure clarity, they will be stated along with the results in the following chapter. Table II shows an increase of only lout -_ of 50, clearly not a significant difference. It is also of interest to note that no couples in.the 1972 sample took advantage of the Act's new provision for co-petitioning for dissolution of marriage.
Child.ren
Because the data showed an increase in the proportion of childless couples, I hypothesized that the decision to obtain a dissolution was easier to make for couples without children under the Act than before. I tested this by means The data show a small decrease in the number of cases filed under the Act which contain ego threatening statements.
Since one of the major changes in the law pertained to the retnoval. of adversary wording, I--hypothesized that the decrease in' such cases is related to the implementation of the Act. I computed Chi Square to test this hypothesis.
The computed Chi Square of the sample was .21. Chi Square at,the .05 level with l' degree of freedom is 3.84, indi cating that the difference in the s~ples occurred by chance, thus rejecting the hypothesis- (Table IV) . shows an increase in the percentage of contested cases, can be explained. Her sample is actually the total population of dissolution cases for four counties. A' sample of that -~ size will lend significance to a small change.
Issues Contested
The sample of contested cases, 7 for 1969 and 8 for 1972, is not large enough to permit analysis of the issues of the contests. It is interesting to note that no cases in 1969 were contested with the divorce being the sale issue.
Hearings
The s~ples show a. decrease in the number of cases ,requiring multiple hearings in 1972. I hypothesized that a relationship exists between the implementation of the Act and the need for less hearings. I tested for the signi ficance of this by means of Chi Square (Table V) . For this (Table VIII) . Table X ). The principle limitation of this study, and a source of frustration for myself, is that it includes no data from the members of families going through the painful process that the study purports to deal with. It is not that there is no value to the study of factors isolated from within the legal files. It is rather that any .thorough study of this same topic must include data from both sources.
I believe this study 'is further limited in the fol lowing ways.
II. CONCLUSIONS
~iven the limitations of this study, I cannot draw powerful conclusions about the value of the Act. Certainly, -.
this exploratory study do~s not provide hint of cradit,:, for the Ac't excepting that it has brought the law more closely into line, with procedure. As a humanistic -weapon out to deal the adversary feel to the dissolution process a great blow, the Act is a failure. Certainly, insofar as the body qf data represents reality, the central hypothesis stated in null terms is accepte~. The Act seems to have made no measureable impact up9n families in the process of disso lution.
That phenomenon may be explained by the old difficulty of trying ,to legislate effectively in an area where people's values-"and emotions tend to rule their behaviors. It also may be explained because people who d.ecide to terminate their marriages are culturally defined as failures in one sense.
Add to that the very real loss.~ of their previous support system, however "bad" it may have been, and, it is no wonder that they bring .'
to ~ourt an ultra-competitive attitude that feeds. . and feeds on the adversary process. In other words, L~ seems much to ask of the Act that it remove the compe titive component from the dissolution process, when the rest of the,culture demands competitive performance.
Specifically. I conclude that the greatest value of this study will be if those who read it decide that we need to learn much more, and perhaps make radical changes in our thinking, about' ways in which the ad.versary system may be removed from the process of dissolution of marriage.
III. SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH
The limitations of this study.are, in themselves, implication for further research with similar objectives.
Although obviously requiring considerable time and effort, a study including interviews and follow-ups over time of families in process of dissolution would produce a quality of data not currently available.
. In the latter part of the previous chapter, I d.emon strated that significant relationships seem to ex~st between cases requiring returns to court and. two oth~r factors. That is only a beginning. Given an expanded data source with many factors to work with, social reseacher's may be able to isolate the kind of decisions that will have the desired impact upon the process.
I
The criticism of traditional adversary divorce sounded meaningful and compelling. The Act was a direct response to those and yet it seems not to be the ~nswer.
We must now generate an answer with objective data, not guess again.
